Dear Paul, 7/1 3/76 

jj3_i s headaches, - crtunately , are not permanent. One was bad the day you ohcned but 
passed off. I feel good except that for the past couple of days I’ve had aches" and pains 
in me feet. It is time for vascular consultation, -i- phoned for one yesterday. That was 
his day off. I 11 call this morning. 

we both react to the air pollution. We do not have to be told when the readings show 
the air to be bad - we know. The air is wrse during what is known as a Bermuda hi gh , 
when a high-pressue area just sits over the Bermuda area. It means hot, him-; h weather, 
with no air stirring to move the pollution away. 

uohn Osborne 3 s ^ piece in NR 8 / 7 - 14/76 is interesting in that it raises an old ana 
po puxao. ly— unanswered question • iha did the CxA do Nixon in. In view Osborne nuts too 
much aepandence in the GOP sources. He dees not really understand the Baker 0 aeration® 

- do not hs7e 1 ^ 2 ® for a long explanation. The Dirtyworking Dugan waited" until he 
knew "im would not be able to reppond to files several long sets of carers, on successive 
day. i received the second one yesterday and have already drafted about 4,000 words of 
preparation fro response. '*ime was so tight on **im we had no chance to talk about what 
ne had been able to do during the aay while he was preparing to emplane, as he did at 5. 

Ee had a moment in New York and phoned from there. , e was going to ask the judge’s clerfc 
to saty until he returns. I'll have to write a letter, forst another to Dugan. 

Meanwhile they have played into my hand, as I’d hoped. I can and will joinh issue 
with them on the false swearings in their affidavits. 

At the time ButterfiMd let the taping system be known one of the wisest and sharpest 
of people, a good friend, saw the possibilities since enlarged an - that it was doing Nixon 
m - suppose would be a simplification. I still am not certain on the Osborne formulation. 

separate from this are questions never raised and never really investigated by the 
baker part of the Ervin committee, despite his "report" and Thompson’ s book. That combo 
aid xts own covering up. ibis included CIA domestic activity, of which it copies of 
reports so it knew. 

As best I could I have addrssed this in The Unimpeaelssent of Richard Nixon. In it 
l do expose Baker’s operation as a cover-up. His cover-up did include the CIA, but not 
as doing Mixon in. 

Tne is much new in the 000k, much that was later in part suggested® 

, " tl1: 311 Butterfield thing I suggest these thoughts to youi before he said a word 

re was oxfered the chance to talk to the White House, which could have invoked executive 
privilege and^ did not. Thi3 means that when it was cutting information off in other 
channels it did not stop Butterfield from talking about the taping and it could have. 

Aiso, once the taping system became known there was no real investigation of any kind by 
any one. As a result there remain many secrets. I do not pretend I expose all or even most. 

But x vhink enough. As it happens I have written you along this line in an effort to reach 
Berner again® 

Both the Nixonians and the CIA had and have much to jide. But I do not *>v3nir there 
was mutua_ blackmail and X do not think the CIA set a bungled operation up. That r eally - 
was vintage Wizen* Nor do I think Nixon could blackmail the CIA over whatever he had in 
mind in telling Haldesan how he had saved “elms’ ass® ^e would, with any of it, have been 
an accessory in a felony or more than one® 

. . x caast s ° 131110 a11 * obviously, with so long a bock. I do sas-tfcat there were compli- 
o-vions never investigated and that among these are still-unexnosea'domestic activities® 
piers were more I had that have come out. The most serious, the most deeply subversive, 
nave not® And There is a Ford involvement. 

•this is one of the reasons x’ve been hoping to get some kind of appearance that 
*ould pay my way there, so there would be plenty of time for talking with those you know 
wno kxght have an interest, fly esn opinion is that if Ford is the candidate, as X believe 
ne 'jail, xt can defeats him if without its use he might win. I’ll simplify it in part: 
nefe nad pre-Watergate connection with Watergaters. . .Thanks for the other enclosures which 
I've not yet read. -Best, 



